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MEMORANDUM TO THE COMMITTEE OF COUNSEL 


Enclosed, is a copy of Dr. Arkin' s analysis of ^ the 
Federal Trade Commission's 'tar,' nicotine and carbon monoxide 
figures from the Commission's report dated December 1981, This 
is the first analysis performed by Dr. Arkin since we obtained 
the Commission's raw data from its CO determinations. There 
are three specific items in the enclosed report to which I 
would like to direct your attention. 

The first is Dr. A.rkin's chart on page 4, comparing 
TITL and FTC results for CO. This chart shows that the Federal- 
Trade Commission's averages were about 3 percent lower than 
those of TITL. 


The second is Dr. Arkin's table on page 11, showing 
results for CO on the monitor cigarettes. These results show a 
wide swing of approximately 10 percent on the monitors, 
depending upon whether the cigarettes were smoked at the 
beginning of the run or later in the run. Dr. Arkin was not 
able to supply any explanation for this wide disparity. It 
does indicate, however, that there is some environmental or 
other factor which significantly affects the Commission's 
testing at different times. 

Finally, there is Dr, Arkin's discussion of negative 
figures, or impossible values, on pages 1~8 of his report. 

This situation arises, in Dr. Arkin's judgment, because the 
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methodology simply lacks sufficient precision in the testing 
of cigarettes with low*'tar and low-carbon monoxide values. 

Please do not hesitate to call me if you have any 

questions. 


Enclosure 


Allan Topol 


cc: Janet C. Brown, Esq. 

Edwin J. Jacob, Esq. 

Horace R. Kornegay, Esq. 

Alfred M, Pollard, Esq. 

Dr. Steele 
Dr. Arkin 

Committee of Research Directors 
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